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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-14 are presented for examination. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: the feature 
"generates said quasi-static copy of said defined web page" is duplicated in the claim. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Li 
(US 6,591,266 B1), in view of Gauvin et al. (Gauvin) (US 6,061,686), and further in view 
of Labounty et al. (Labounty) (US 6,871 ,21 1 B1 ). 

Regarding claims 1 , Li teaches a method for providing a requestor with access to 
dynamic data via quasi-static data requests (e.g., see fig. 2 col. 1 lines 18-22), 
comprising the steps of: 

defining a web page, said web page including at least one dynamic element 
(e.g., dynamically generated Web content, col. 7 lines 26-27); 
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creating an executable digital code to be run on a computer and invoked at 
defined intervals by a scheduler component (col. 18 line 45-col. 19 Iine19, Li discloses a 
program that invokes at periodic intervals); and executable code creating and storing a 
quasi-static (do not change frequently) copy of defined web page (Fig. 2 col. 3 lines 19- 
29, Li discloses a copy of a quasi-static web page is pre-generated and stored in the 
Server); 

creating said scheduler component capable of invoking said executable code at 
predetermined intervals (e.g., see col. 18 line 45-col. 19 line 19, Li discloses a program 
that invokes at periodic intervals); 

loading said executable code and said scheduler component onto a platform in 
connectivity with a web server and in a manner in which said executable code and said 
scheduler component are in connectivity with each another (e.g., see fig. 7, col. 26 lines 
32-61); 

invoking execution of said scheduler component such that said executable code 
that generates the quasi-static copy of said defined web page (Fig. 2 col. 3 lines 19-29, 
Li discloses a copy of a quasi-static web page is pre-generated and stored in the Web 
Server); and 

retrieving and returning the static copy of said defined web page in response to 
requests for said defined web page (Fig. 2 col. 3 lines 16-29, Li discloses a copy of 
quasi-static web page is retrieved and returned from the web server to the client 
browser in response to the requests). 
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Li does not explicitly generates the quasi-static copy of the defined web page is 
scheduled at periodic intervals and dynamic element that changes at a relatively slow or 
well defined rate as compared to other dynamic data or that changes at a well defined 
rate with respect to other dynamic data. 

Gauvin teaches generates the copy of defined web page is scheduled at periodic 
intervals (i.e., periodically update/generate the update copy of the web page, col. 5 lines 
22-37 and col. 7 lines 28-30). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to modify Li to periodically generate (or pre-generate) a 
copy of the web page as in Gauvin. One would be motivate to do so to allow a web 
page to be efficiently updated (col. 1 lines 64). 

Labounty teaches a network based system wherein the combined displayed is 
continuously updated. Labounty teaches dynamic element that changes at a relatively 
slow or well-defined rate as compared to other dynamic data or that changes at a well- 
defined rate with respect to other dynamic data (col. 7 lines 29-52). It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate 
the dynamic data of Labounty in the process of providing a requestor with access to 
dynamic data in Li. One would be motivated to do so to improve the performance of the 
web pages that use HTTP (Labounty, col. 7 lines 29-31 ). 

Regarding claim 2, Li teaches the web page is defined and stored in a repository 
(col. 38 lines 28-49). 
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Regarding claim 3, Li teaches defining a placement and derivation for elements 
in said web page (col. 13 line 57-col. 14 line 28); and defining said web page as either 
static or dynamic (Li, col. 9 lines 54-64). 

Regarding claim 4, Li teaches said elements are defined as dynamic or static 
(col. 1 line 20-22). 

Regarding claim 5, Li teaches executable code and scheduler code is generated 
from Business Class definitions (col. 2 lines 19-46). 

Regarding claim 6, Li teaches static copy of defined web page is stored in a 
format capable of being viewed by a web browser (Fig. 4 col. 3 lines 24-30). 

4. Claims 7-8, 10-12 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Labounty in view of Gauvin. 

Regarding claim 7, Labounty teaches a method for providing a requestor with 
access to dynamic data via quasi-static data requests (Fig. 2), comprising the steps of: 

providing a web page including at least one dynamic element that changes at a 
relatively slow rate as compared to other dynamic data or that changes at a well define 
rate with respect to other dynamic data (col. 7 lines 28-53, Labounty discloses a web 
page with relatively static fields that changes slowly); 
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upon receiving request fro a web page from the requestor, returning the quasi- 
static copy of the web page as a static copy (col. 7 lines 29-53, Labounty discloses 
browser loads a web page from the web server by using HTTP to open a web page). 

Labounty does not explicitly teach a scheduler periodically invoke an executable 
to generate a quasi-static copy of the web page, said periodically invoking being defined 
with respect to an actual rate of change of the dynamic element with respect to other 
dynamic data. 

Gauvin teaches the method and system wherein the remote document copy is 
updated to reflect the modifications (see abstract). Gauvin teaches generates the copy 
of defined web page is scheduled at periodic intervals (col. 5 lines 22-37 and col. 7 lines 
28-30). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Labounty to periodically generate a copy of the web page as in 
Gauvin. One would be motivate to do so to allow a web page stored in the memory of a 
computer to be efficiently updated when the computer reconnects to the network 
(Gauvin, col. 1 line 64). 

Regarding claim 8, Labounty teaches the method of claim 7 wherein the at least 
one dynamic element is retrieved from an operational database by the executable when 
the quasi-static copy of the web page is generated but is not retrieved when the quasi- 
static copy is returned as a static copy to the requestor (col. 5 lines 52-54). 
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Regarding claim 10, Labounty teaches the method of claim 7 wherein the quasi- 
static copy of the web page is stored in a format capable of viewed by a web browser 
(Fig. 2, col. 7 lines 45-47). 

Claim 1 1 represents a system that is parallel to the method of claim 7. Claim 1 1 
does not teach or define any new limitation above claim 7 and therefore is rejected for 
similar reasons. 

Claim 12 does not teach or define any new limitation above claim 8 and therefore 
is rejected for similar reasons. 

Claim 14 does not teach or define any new limitation above claim 7 and therefore 
is rejected for similar reasons. 

5. Claims 9 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Labounty, in view of Gauvin, and further in view of in view of Helbig (US 2002/01 16257 
A1). 

Regarding claim 9, Labounty-Gauvin does not explicitly teach Active Server Page 

(ASP). 

Helbig teaches executable is written in Active server Pages (APS) (page 5 
paragraph 49). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 



Application/Control Number: 09/643,583 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2155 

time the invention was made to incorporate the ASP of Helbig in the process of 
generating a dynamic web page of the combination of teachings of Labounty and 
Gauvin. One would be motivated to do so to allow dynamic web pages to be created as 
opposed to static ones that are written in HTML. 

Claim 13 does not teach or define any new limitation above claim 9 and therefore 
is rejected for similar reasons. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicants arguments filed 12/23/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In the remarks, applicant argued in substance that 

(A) Prior art fails to disclose generating at periodic intervals a quasi-static 
copy of a web page that has at least one dynamic element that changes at relatively 
slow rate as compared to other dynamic data or that changes at a well define rate with 
respect to other dynamic data. 

As to point (A), Gauvin does teach generates the copy of defined web page is 
scheduled at periodic intervals (i.e., the update server periodically updates its web page 
by directly overwriting its web page with a copy of the web page loaded from the original 
server, col. 5 lines 22-37 and col. 7 lines 28-30). Labounty teaches web page including 
at least one dynamic element that changes at a relatively slow or well-defined rate as 
compared to other dynamic data or that changes at a well-defined rate with respect to 
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other dynamic data (i.e., web page 209, which displays relatively static or quasi-static 
fields/elements, col. 7 lines 29-52). 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., "creating a web page from scratch not from a copy") are not recited in the 
rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, 
limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

7. As a result, the cited prior arts do disclose method and system for providing 
access to dynamic data as broadly claimed by the applicants. Applicants clearly have 
still failed to identify specific claim limitations that would define a clearly patentable 
distinction over prior arts. 

Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Oanh Duong whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
3983. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday, 9:30AM - 6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571) 272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

O.D A 
March 26, 2006 r\ s-r> ) 
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